2/28/70 


Dear Mary, 

When and as I can I am reviewing my rather extensive file cf corres- 
pondence with tue National Arcnives to dexemine wnether there are unanswered 
requests eno to see if I can locate wnat tuey may have provided that I cenot 
recall or lay my hands on* 

They claim tue *31 never gave tue WC copies of Hudkins' or Goulden's 
stories on rumors of Oswald's government connections* The reports of interviews 
with tnese reports are hardly models of good investigations or reporting. 


- On0 of the mildly interesting things ia that the FBI interviewed 

Hudkins about nis story before it was published, waicn can be taken as an indi- 
cation tndy were alert to tne appearance of such reports. 




If you have a copy of tne Hudkins story, can you let me have a copy? 
'he one of which I nave a record appeared in the ^oueton Post l/l/64. Couiden '3 


Enquirer, I believe. 


too much trouble 
have. 


ihi’/e 

list 


ctV If you do, and if ic is not 
access to what I do not 




1 find I had reference in Commission staff papers tz *31 interviews 
wlta Bill Alexander that tie Archives claims not to have. Bo you snow snytuing 


about this'? 


Strangely (or is this tae wrong word*’), I have found no reiOrence 
to any FHT interrt.n. .lit S™ett on tnie. an you n. ™ f roa tl.n. -roni 

*."»r source? X to reader fr» .y •“—••• Zl-Zr at 

of 0 Ccnnuni at ccnnplrccy. It 
quoted UX„ . federal «»«. -•=* >» 
extremely extremist in this thinking. Have you any opini-n. 

tuey learned tie s.acFad up at a dep.ndntla 
observer particularly good pictures/faces. 








